Establishing the prevalence of intimate partner violence (IPV) has been recom- 
Declaration on the Elimination of Violence against Women (EVAW). The EVAW Declaration was influenced by the World Conference on Human
Rights that same year recognising VAW as a human rights violation.
In Article 1, the EVAW Declaration defines violence against women as any act of gender-based [emphasis added] violence that results in, or is likely to result in, physical, sexual or psychological harm or suffering to women, including threats of such acts, coercion or arbitrary deprivation of liberty, whether occurring in public or in private life (United Nations General Assembly, 1993) . It is interesting to note that this definition of VAW references gender-based violence as its constituent, once again illustrating the tendency for these terms to be used interchangeably. Of importance, the definition highlights that gender is central to considerations of VAW-which presumably would include intimate partner violence (IPV).
The Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action (1995) However, surveys may not capture the context within which IPV occurs and simply counting acts of violence may not establish who the primary aggressor is as opposed to the use of violence in selfdefence. Other factors which may affect responses to any survey examining IPV are inconsistency in definitions of IPV; the extent to which IPV is considered to be a private family issue (Breckenridge, Chung, Spinney, & Zufferey, 2016) ; and sensitivity of the methodology of the survey and the number of items included that are specific to IPV. As a result, official statistics are likely to capture only partially, the actual prevalence and incidence of gendered violence or in the case of this review, IPV.
Moreover, the singular focus apparent in recommendations of various international Conventions and Declarations to implement surveys on VAW immediately excludes the types of violent behaviours and relational contexts, which may also affect men and boys and individuals who identify themselves with non-binary genders. This exclusion automatically limits our understanding of victimisation but more importantly, the way in which surveys are constructed may skew our understanding of perpetration. Due to limited data, an unintended consequence of the focus on VAW results in difficulty in establishing gender differences in IPV. In part, these methodological difficulties form the basis of the current political and ideological struggles apparent in many jurisdictions, including China about the extent to which men are perpetrators of IPV and women are the primary victims. Definitions are also important in shaping our understanding of victimisation and perpetration as well as the way in which a country legislates for the offence of domestic violence and how they provide a policy response.
| The legislative framework of IPV in China
In China, there are various types of legislation in place that are intended to protect women more generally, including Criminal Laws, the Marriage Law and the Law on the Protection of Rights and Interests of Women (Tam, Dawson, Jackson, Kwok, & Thurston, 2013 
What is known about this topic
• There has been limited research establishing the national prevalence of intimate partner violence (IPV) in China.
• Despite studies of gender differences in victimisation and perpetuation of IPV in western countries, gender differences of IPV to date remain unclear in China.
What this paper adds
• There are gender differences in perpetration and victimisation of different types of IPV in China.
• Bidirectional violence may be the dominant pattern of reported violence in China; albeit, violence is manifested differently in various types of violence.
• Professionals need to be trained to provide specifically tailored responses to both male and female victims and perpetrators that are appropriate to the Chinese context. relationships such as gay, lesbian and transgender couples are excluded from legislative protection. The law gives specific guidance regarding the prevention and implementation of strategies to reduce domestic violence; however, evidence suggests that the law is implemented in relation to married couples exclusively and that cohabiting and dating couples (most usually young people) rarely benefit (Chen, 2016 (Chen & Xia, 2016) . This basic question requires further scrutiny to better understand IPV in a Chinese cultural context as well as considering how to approach the development of policy and provision of social services in China given the new legislation. While internationally there are multiple empirical studies supporting the two apparently opposing perspectives of gender asymmetrical and gender symmetrical victimisation and perpetration in western countries, gender symmetry describes a position where it is proposed that men and women are equally likely to be either victims or perpetrators of IPV and gender asymmetry refers to a position which proposes that men and women do not equally perpetrate IPV and that men are more likely to be perpetrators and women are disproportionally more likely to be victims (Archer, 2000) .
A growing number of researchers (e.g. Johnson 2006 and Kimmel 2002) argue that IPV is not a unitary phenomenon and that gender symmetry/asymmetry of prevalence is better understood by distinguishing between types of IPV based on the dyadic control context of the violence, which may have different causes, different patterns of development, different consequences, and require different forms of intervention. Johnson (2006 Johnson ( , p. 1003 constructed a typology of IPV from existing studies proposing four different contexts-intimate terrorism, violent resistance, situational couple violence and mutual violent control. In this model, gender does matter and Johnson proposes that in heterosexual relationships, intimate terrorism is perpetrated almost exclusively by men, whereas violent resistance is found almost exclusively among women. The other two types are gender symmetric in which the prevalence by gender is different in each. In this typology, gender prevalence is more than counting instances of IPV based on biological sex. Instead, it is an analysis that explicitly underscores the ways in which gender identities and gender ideologies are embodied and performed by women and men creating different types of IPV.
However, gender and the prevalence of IPV remain largely unaddressed in the Chinese context. Without evidence to the contrary, it is unclear whether gender differences in the prevalence of IPV in China may reflect different contextual typologies or be even more complex because of particular cultural practices intersecting with gender roles and family expectations which are specific to the Chinese context.
| Gender relations in Chinese contexts
In China, the traditional culture is heavily influenced by the Confucian value of filial piety, which may be described as an authoritarian, patriarchal system of interdependent relationships in which husbands are responsible for their wives and female family members (Cao, Yang, Wang, & Zhang, 2014) . In traditional Chinese families, a woman does not posit herself at the centre but instead subordinates herself to her family (and male family members); her husband is usually dominant in the family unit and inherits the family property. The traditional social roles of women and men in China are well-defined with the expectations that women take care of family members, financially depend on their husband, and usually have less power and status within the family. Traditional Chinese culture, then, is primarily underpinned by gender inequality.
However, rapid urban development and the growing Chinese economy in the past three decades have contributed to dramatic changes in gender roles in select circumstances. With the increase in women's levels of education and greater participation in the labour market (Zhang, De Brauw, & Rozelle, 2004) , women now make an increased economic contribution to their families and are becoming more financially independent (Maurer-Fazio & Hughes, 2002) .
Changes in the social and cultural roles of women presumably must force changes in the roles of Chinese men. It remains unclear, however, whether and how this may affect attitudes to gender inequalities and VAW, reporting rates of IPV and interpersonal violence more generally (Hannum, Kong, & Zhang, 2009) . It is also impossible to measure the impact of social changes such as these given the previous lack of baseline data.
Traditional Chinese culture also encompasses the expectation that Chinese families should be tolerant of violence at home meaning marital violence including minor physical violence, control and psychological abuses are recognised as culturally acceptable behaviours (Chan, 2009) . For example, it is not uncommon for Chinese families to embrace the following idioms: 'Hitting is being close, scolding is love' and 'A couple quarrelling at the bedhead will make peace at the end of the bed'. While these sayings do not encourage violence, they do imply that normal physical conflicts without the intention of seriously injuring their partner are permitted in marital relationships. Culturally embedded physical conflicts are evident in the China Women's Federation survey reporting that about 40% of couples fought when they had conflicts with each other and the frequency was generally 'once in a few months' (Hou, Yu, Ting, Sze, & Fang, 2011) . Due to this cultural norm, Chinese couples mostly seek help when they have difficulty coping and professional interventions usually focus on severe violence especially physical violence (Hannum et al., 2009 ). This emergent finding suggests a mutuality of IPV akin to Johnson's situational couple violence which is different to most studies focusing on IPV as primarily VAW. has been no consolidation of the existing evidence, the lack of which underscores the purpose of this article. Using a scoping review of Chinese-and English-language publications in refereed journals over the last 20 years, this article will now examine gender differences in the reported prevalence of IPV in China and will further examine any gender differences in perpetration and victimisation to provide a more nuanced understanding of the types of IPV reported in Chinese research.
| ME THODS
A scoping review was chosen to identify the current evidence of the prevalence of IPV in China by gender. Without extensive quality assessment or data synthesis, scoping reviews undertake searches of current research broadly and presents evidence to shape future research (Armstrong, Hall, Doyle, & Waters, 2011; Levac, Colquhoun, & O'Brien, 2010) . This review summarises current findings and identifies research gaps pertaining to gender differences in perpetration and victimisation of IPV in China. The review focuses on two main research questions:
1. Does the current evidence from population-based studies identify gender differences in the reported overall prevalence of IPV in China?
2. Does the current evidence identify gender differences in perpetration, victimisation and various forms of harm in different types of reported IPV in China?
Types of IPV for this review are defined as physical, psychological, and sexual violence occurring between heterosexual couples in marital, cohabiting, or dating relationships.
| Databases and search terms
The literature search for this review was conducted in March 2017.
English-language peer-reviewed journals and the China National 
| Inclusion criteria
As the search yielded only a small number of relevant articles, an extensive assessment of the quality of the articles was deemed unnecessary but all articles included were peer-reviewed articles and due consideration was given to the methodological rigour and soundness of research in all of the articles following the criteria outlined in a systematic review of IPV (Spangaro et al., 2013) . A total of 54 articles focusing on IPV in China were initially retrieved from the English-language databases. After excluding articles based on the previously specified criteria, there were seven English articles relating to the prevalence of IPV (two examined the experiences of both men and women, five focused on women only and one focused on men only). Chinese publications were searched, using the same key words translated in Chinese, and 12 Chinese articles meeting the inclusion criteria were identified (seven focused on men and women, four on women only and one on men only). In total, 19 articles were included in this review of prevalence by gender, nine articles focusing on both men and women (two in English, seven in Chinese) and 10 articles focusing on women or men only (five in English, five in Chinese), including a specific breakdown of differences in victimisation and perpetration of IPV between men and women in the Chinese population.
| RE SULTS
The scoping review of the current evidence substantiates the claim that research on IPV in China is relatively limited, particularly given the size of the population. Moreover, all of the 19 articles included in this review presented original research utilising a quantitative methodology.
| Gender differences in the prevalence of IPV in China
Of the 19 articles included in this review, only four of the articles reported on gender differences in the overall prevalence of IPV. Xiao and Feng (2014) analysed data collected from Chinese citizens aged 14-64 years from the Third Survey on the Status of Chinese Women in 2010 (SSCW3) and reported the lifetime prevalence of victims of marital violence (women: 24.9%, men: 22.8%). Zhou (2015) used the same SSCW3 data and reported the lifetime prevalence of victims of marital violence (women: 26%, men: 24%). Zhang, Hong, and Su (2014) found the lifetime prevalence of IPV to be higher than the two mentioned studies but rates were similar regardless of gender of perpetrators and victims (male-on-female: 42.3%, female-on-male: 42.9%). Hou et al. (2011) 
| Gender differences in perpetration and victimisation in different types of IPV
This review identified nine articles in Table 1 which presented data on different prevalence rates for various types of violence perpetrated in intimate partnerships, with psychological violence found to have the highest rate, followed by physical violence, and sexual violence being the lowest among both men and women. Only six of the nine articles reported on each of these types of IPV, the remaining three reported on one or more specific manifestations. Three of the four articles mentioned earlier (Hou et al., 2011; Xiao & Feng, 2014; Zhang et al., 2014; Zhou, 2015) also reported on differences in prevalence rates by gender in relation to types of IPV. The remaining five articles in Table 1 did not report on overall prevalence rate for IPV but similarly reported on prevalence by gender of one or more types of IPV.
While still reporting on gendered experiences of IPV, the difference in focus of these articles makes it difficult to always compare results meaningfully as the number of questions about a specific type of IPV varied as well as there being differences in the type of questions asked. For example, the conflict tactics scales (CTS) measures whether partners use physical acts of violence, reasoning or negotiation skills to deal with conflicts (Straus, 1979) , while the Conflict Tactics Scales 2 (CTS2) includes psychological abuse and sexual coercion in addition to the questions in CTS (Straus, Hamby, Boney-McCoy, & Sugarman, 1996) (Table 1) . Kimmel (2002) notes the continued and extensive use of the CTS and CTS2 scales in IPV research more generally and explores comprehensively the criticism commonly made by many researchers of IPV (Breckenridge, Chung, Spinney, & Zufferey, 2015; Johnson, 2006 ) that these scales may accurately report individual acts of IPV but take no account of the context, frequency and circumstances under which these acts occur.
By ignoring the complexity of context, the results of surveys based on the CTS scales fail to capture any ongoing systematic pattern of abuse and violence, which may be perpetrated over many years and are more likely to reflect gender asymmetry.
In addition, definitions of IPV in China were not clearly provided as most studies on IPV were conducted within population surveys. While IPV was broadly defined as psychological, physical, sexual violence and economic abuse (Hou et al., 2011; Parish, Wang, Laumann, Pan, & Luo, 2004) , some studies limited IPV to spousal violence or wife abuse (Xu, 1997) or violence against married women Ye, Wang, Xiao, Fan, et al., 2005) .
Four of the nine studies suggest that men and women perpetrate similar overall rates of violence (Table 1) (2013) and Xiao and Feng (2014) using data from SSCW3. Wang (2006) found the lifetime rate of female-against-male IPV (4.0%) is much lower than that of male-against-female IPV (12.6%), but that mutual violence has the highest prevalence (13.5%). Zhang et al. (2014) also obtained similar results. Xu et al. (2005) found that of those who had ever experienced physical abuse, 29% also had been subjected to sexual abuse; of those who had been physically abused in the past year, 24% had also been sexually abused during that time. The study by Hou et al. (2011) Only one item of the CHFLS was used for the respective study. The item asked participants whether their partner had ever hit them, not including in a joking or playful way. c The Conflict Tactics Scales (CTS) measures whether partners use physical acts of violence, reasoning or negotiation skills to deal with conflicts (Straus, 1979) .
The Conflict Tactics Scales 2 (CTS2) includes psychological abuse and sexual coercion in addition to the questions in CTS (Straus et al., 1996) .
d Some words/phrases in CTS2 were revised to make the scale relevant for the Chinese context. e
The study used the term 'physiological violence', which included psychological violence and sexual violence.
| Gender differences in various forms of harm resulting from IPV
The majority of the current research focusing on the effects of women's victimisation suggest that women reporting psychological victimisation are at greater risk of mental health disorders, such as depression, anxiety, PTSD, and other emotional problems, including increased feelings of shame, guilt, fear and stress (Chan & Zhang, 2011; Follingstad, 2009) . Moreover, in one study, the number of Chinese women reporting having been forced to have induced abortions in the abused group was significantly higher than what was reported in the non-abused control group (Wu, Guo, & Qu, 2005) , suggesting that coercive control and abuse are often features in an unknown number of what might appear unrelated relational dynamics. Yang et al. (2015) found prevalence of serious injury caused by physical attacks on women was 10.7%-significantly higher than that among men (4.5%). Despite what may appear to be similar prevalence rates in the reporting of physical IPV in Chinese couples, gender differences in physical strength mean that male-perpetrated IPV has also been shown to result in more serious injuries for women and result in more severe short-and long-term sequelae (Tjaden & Thoennes, 2000) . Chan and Zhang (2011) found that the psychological victimisation women report is more detrimental to their individual well-being than physical victimisation (Table 2) .
| D ISCUSS I ON
This is the first comprehensive review of published studies in English and Chinese focusing on reported gender differences in the prevalence of victimisation and perpetration of IPV in China. This scoping review found that among Chinese couples as defined by the 2015 National Law Against Domestic Violence, psychological violence is the most prevalent form of violence, followed by physical and then sexual violence. In select studies, the rate of perpetration and victimisation of IPV among women and men are similar (Cui et al., 2012; Hou et al., 2011) , which is consistent with findings of gender symmetry in select studies from western countries ( (Table 2) . Consequently, there is a lack of research on whether there are gender differences in perpetration of single forms or multiple types of violence against men. Therefore, it is not unreasonable to speculate in the absence of studies on men's experiences of victimisation that psychological injuries may be detrimental to men (Li et al., 2013) . It is possible that both men and women may also perpetrate psychological violence in response to abuse they experience themselves in intimate partner relationships.
In addition, there is a lack of evidence to prove whether women and 
| Perceptions of IPV through a gendered cultural lens
While some studies suggest women are more likely to perpetrate psychological violence against their male partners, what is meant by psychological violence is often unclear. It is possible that cultural context is important here and that the perception of psychological violence perpetrated by women may be underpinned by Chinese patriarchal beliefs that a woman should not 'talk back' to their male partner or question their gender position, power, privilege and control (Cao, Yang, Wang, & Zhang, 2013; Hollander, 2005) . Hence, it is reasonable to hypothesise whether what is termed to be psychological abuse perpetrated by Chinese women is actually abusive or more a reflection of women expressing independent ideas and speaking to their partner in a more confrontational way which challenges the traditional Chinese ideal of women as subservient and reserved (Chan, 2014) .
In relation to sexual violence, it is equally reasonable to hypoth- In some multi-country studies, IPV was regarded as VAW (Chan & Zhang, 2011; Xu et al., 2005) and discussed only women victims or men as perpetrators (Fulu et al., 2013) . In China, the traditional culture underpinned by Confucian values of filial piety may be described as an authoritarian, patriarchal system of interdependent relationships in which husbands are responsible for their wives (Cao et al., 2014) . These social norms can also hinder women victims from receiving appropriate services and law enforcement protection when they do disclose. Police and other officials will frequently not take reports of IPV seriously unless one partner is severely physically injured. Even severe violence against a wife is seldom considered a crime and often delineated as a private matter that should not involve the police or court system (Chan, 2014) . The lack of response to IPV by professional groups is again underpinned by a pervasive culture of silence shaped by the widespread belief that family violence is a private matter (McCue, 2008) . Chinese women may feel ashamed to talk to anyone about the abuse due to the Chinese concept of maintaining 'face' (Chan, 2012b) . All of these cultural beliefs and practices contribute to a phenomenon: Abused women rarely seek help unless they have severe harm or permanent injury. Moreover, the framing of physical violence as more serious than psychological violence can function to render invisible the perpetrator's intent to coerce, dominate and control their partner which can be experienced as equally damaging to victims and may also contribute to the victim's fear of physical violence and further compliance with the perpetrator's wishes. Furthermore, the stigma and cultural perceptions of IPV mean that only some victims seek help from family and friends, and help-seeking is even more unlikely to include the police (Guo, Wu, Qu, & Yan, 2004 ) and other professional supports-albeit limited.
The stigma of IPV and the concept of 'face' could potentially also affect men. The rapid urban development in China of the past 20 years has also been accompanied by increases in financial stress associated with widening income disparities, intense job competition, and mounting materialism (Cao et al., 2014) . While economic abuse frequently reflects a desire to dominate and control (Breckenridge et al., 2015) , the social changes just listed presumably increase anxiety, tension and disappointment among couples, which may also contribute to the perpetration of psychological violence (Fox, Benson, DeMaris, & Wyk, 2002) or situational couple violence as proposed by Johnson (2006) .
However, men may conceal the fact that they suffer from psychological violence in their intimate relationship believing that disclosure could result in 'loss of face' and the diminishment of self-image (Chan, 2012a) . In addition, the effects of psychological violence are mostly invisible and can be more easily minimised or even ignored by the perpetrator and victim's families and friends.
| Limitations
There are some limitations of this review. First, gender differences in the reporting of IPV in the surveys were not considered, which may result in some bias in the presented prevalence of IPV. Chan (2012a) makes an additional point that whether the reporter is a perpetrator or a victim may influence the likelihood of disclosure of IPV as well as affecting its veracity. Moreover, the actual prevalence of abuse may be underestimated since gendered cultural influences may prohibit abused women from disclosing their experience (Guo et al., 2004 China, which may result in an absence of relevant research not available on the usual databases or published in peer-reviewed journals.
| IMPLIC ATIONS
This review has consolidated the existing evidence of gender differ- 
